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[Answer] Even now, at a time when there are no official agreements between the 
USSR and the USA on cooperation in space research, the spirit of scientific 
curiosity has proved so great that Soviet and American scientists have reached 
agreement on certain joint activities for studying the atmosphere of Venus and 
the nature of Halley's Comet under the Venus-Halley project. Two Soviet Vega 
automatic stations are even now approaching Halley's Comet and will make direct 
studies of its features for the first time in the history of science. 


The development of Soviet-American cooperation in space exploration will depend 
first of all upon the regulation of political relations between the USSR and 
the USA and improvement of the international situation, upon how realistically 
the American side approaches the cardinal problems of the contewporary era. 


Nor should we forget that the development of space research is restrained to a 
large extent by the amount of financing. It would not be superfluous to note 
that the USA has spent 40 billion dollars on all of its research in the field of 
missile technology between 1964 and 1985. If current “research” under the SDI 
program is continued for another 10 years, it will cost 225 billion dollars. 

The total -ost. of the program is truly astronomical--one trillion dollars. It 
would be difficult right off to imagine what the ._ist of space proiects would be 
if the enormous funds it is planned to spend on Star Wars were even partially 
transferred to peaceful space research. 


Reaching agreement to keep space peaceful is the most important problem of our 
time. People will ultimately assess the results of the Geneva summit meeting 
from how things stand with respect to preventing the militarization of space. 
The dialog has been started, and it now needs to be continued, gradually over- 
coming the difficulties which have accumulated. The United States must give up 
the Star Wars plans, which are frought with the most dangerous consequences. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


USSR: SHULTZ CALLS FOR ‘QUIET DIPLOMACY’ ON ARMS CONTROL 
LDO10309 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1845 GMT 31 Mar 86 
[From “The World Today” program presented by Aleksandr Zholkver] 


[Text] Secretary of State Shultz, who, as I mentioned in the first broadcast, 
made a trip to Italy and certain other countries of Western Europe, has just 
declared that to continue, or as * put it, to overcome, sorry, as he put it, 
the deadlock in Soviet-U.S. ta’’.. om arms control, it is necessary, allegedly, 
to activate so-called quiet diplomacy. It is a question, in Shultz’ words, 
of conducting a discussion of the problems through unofficial channels. But 
how can one reconcile these calls for quiet diplomacy with the fact that the 
head of the foreign policy department of the United States has, at the same 
time, confirmed the negative position of Washington regarding the Soviet 
proposal on holding a summit in the near future in Europe to conclude an 
agreement on banning nuclear tests? THE WASHINGTON POST, citing well- 
informed circles, writes that the United States is planning 16 nuclear 
explosions this year. And in Washington, it is not concealed that the 

United States is now carrying »wt the biggest program of the past 20 years 

in building nuclear arms, for use as warheads for missiles and in the form 

of the so-called pump for space-based laser weapons. In its plans for “star 
wars,” the U.S. military is striving to use the latest scientific achieve- 
ments not only in the United States itself but also in other countries, in 
particular the FRC, Britain, Italy, and Japan. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


U.S. RESPONSE TO SOVIET INITIATIVE EXAMINED 
PMO31324 Moscow KOMSOMOLSKAYA PRAVDA in Russian 29 Mar 86 p 1 
[Article by Chief Marshal of Artillery V. Tolubko: “Command of the Times] 


[Text] More than 2 months ago, on 15 January 1986, our country put forwerd « progras 
of universal security through disarmament. The 27th CPSU Congress defined the 
struggle to implement that program as the central direction of the USSR foreign poiicy. 
The heart of the Soviet program, as the message from M.S. Gorbachev, general secretary 
of the CPSU Central Committee, to UN Secretary General J. Perez de Cuellar states, is 
the plan for the stage-by-stage elimination of nucles weapons with a ban on space 
strike arms. All the world’s peoples greeted the Soviet proposals with optimien. 


As was pointed out at the 27th CPSU Congress, in the American message “positive 
statements are submerged in various kinds of provisos, ‘linkages,’ and ‘conditions’ 
which in fact block the resolution of fundamental questions of disarmament .” 


It is known thet individual responsible representatives of the U.S. Administration 
make various references in the mass media to allegedly vague aspects of individual 
sections of the Soviet statement. It has even been candidly stated that the United 


States cannot stop developing SDI. 


It is becoming obvious that the USSR's humane course is countered by a fundamentally 
different U.S. course based <- a desire to turn space into a military bridgehead from 
which it would be possible to achieve supremacy and dictate American will to all 
mankind by using space strike weapons. The Pentagon's allegation that the USSR long 
ago developed {razrebotat] space weapons and has them in orbit is far from the truth. 
At the present time neither the USSR nor the United States has weapons in space. A 
dangerous stage for mankind could come about if strike means are put into space to hit 
targets in space or on the earth from space, or if means are established on earth to 
hit space targets. It is this that would signify the start of a space arms race. 


The Soviet leadership adopted a decision to ex.end by 3 months the unilateral 
moratorium on all nuclear explosions and, after the expiry of that time, until the 
first nuclear explosion in the United States. By thet humane act our party and 
government gave the American side extra time to realistically assess the situation 
which had taken shape in the world. But the United States, ignoring the will of the 
peoples, threw down an insolent challenge to mankind and conducted a nuclear 


explosion in Nevada. 
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Administration to tarerfere on « global scale in the affaires of other soweretian 
states. To put ic agore siaply -- to comduct owert end covert subwersive operet fons 
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40th UN General Assembly Session, 151 states woted for « resolution calling for the 
ares race in space to be prevented. The United States abetained from voting for 

that resolution. 


The Soviet Union has proposed to the world’s countries and peoples that they enter 
the 34 eillennium without suclear ares end without “star wars.” We also consider 
it a perfectly realistic task to get rid of sll chemical weapons completely tn this 
century. To bem the development and creation of weapons based on sew physical 
principles. It is « question of weapons which have newer been used before -- bean, 
radio wave, subsonic, end genetic weapons. Peace can be preserved, but space can 
be used only for peaceful purposes. Thies is the demand of the times, and there is 
mo other alternative. Over to the U.S. Administration. 
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0.S.-O55% GENEVA TALAS 


PRAVDA REPORTS GORBACHEV MEETING SITE CONRESSUEN 


LDOS1549 Moscow PRAVDA in Buesiae 5 Apr 8 Firet Editice p | 


iText! Mikheil GCortecher, generse! *¢cretery of the CPSU Geetrel Committee, a 4 seri! 

received im the Ereelia Geeocret Deete Fascel!l, chetreee of the Foreign Affaire Comet+- 
tee of the U.S. Bouse of Representetives, and Republices Congreseuee Willian BSrocefteld¢. 
They starved in the Soviet Gaice ot the tevitetion of the Foreign Affaire Commicsion of 


the USSR Sepreme Soviet. 


Mikhail Gorbechew geve « detailed eveleation of the etete of Sewlet-Americas relet ions 
led and explained the ectives bebiad the 
the 


~~ the teadeiesibility of 
aucieer war and of the striving fot Superiority over each other. 


| 
| 


Mikhail Gorbachev again etressed the need for « new mode of thinking in world politics 
that presupposes not cnly autusl uederstanding, consideration of the true role, 
responsibility, and possibilicies of the USSR and the United States, but alec respect 
for the sovereignty and legitimate interests of a1] countries and pecples, and the 
exclusion of strong-ere tectics a¢ threets from relations with thee. 


A detailed exchange of views was teld on all aspects of Soviet-American rela- 
tions with the sincere wish to understand the specific features of the approach 
in each of the countries and the recognition of the fundamental difference 


between the social systems to which they belong. 


The sutusl striving was expressed for Soviet-American contacts in various fields to 
understand each other better and @°0Te correctly. The comviction was expressed of the 
need to carry on the summic dislogu® started in Geneva, but it showld be an effective 
dialogue providing for concrete step*® to end the arms race and eliminated the danger of 
a nuclear catastrophe. The Soviet Onion, Mikhail Gorbechew said, is prepared to reach 
agreement on an equal footing, without detriment to auybody, on amy problems and 
expects the same preparedness {:-@ the United States. 


Due attention wes devoted to humenitertan teeves. The American guests were briefed om 
the Soviet Union's principled stand in that field. 


Present at the meeting were Lev Tolkuncy, chairman of the Soviet of the Union of the 
USSR Supreme Soviet, and Arthur Hertean, U.S. ambassador to the USSR. 
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JPRS-TAC-86-035 
24 April 1986 


U.S.-USSR CENEVA TALKS 


TASS: U.S., SOVIET LAWYERS ISSUE ARMS CONTROL STATEMENTS 
LDO011222 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 0640 GMT 1 Apr 86 
{[Correspondert Aleksandr Lyutyy report] 


{Excerpts} Washington, 1 Apr (TASS)--The fourth annual meeting between Soviet 
and U.S. lawyers on the problems of limiting armaments concluded here on 
Monday [31 March]. Taking part in it were a delegation from the U.S. organi- 
zation the Lawyers Alliance for Nuclear Arms Control and the Association of 
Soviet Jurists. Over the course of 1 week legal matters were discussed con- 
cerning the observance of arms control in the sphere of limiting armaments 
and also problems relating to strengthening cooperation and mutual under- 
standing between the two countrics. 


At a news conference which took place on Monday the participants at the meet- 
ing distributed a joint message to Mikhail Gorbachev, general secretary of the 
CPSU Central Committee, and U.S. President Ronald Reagan, and also to the 
letters of the highest legisiative bodies of the two countries. The document 
points out that the delegations of Soviet and U.S. lawyers oppose the arms 
race in space and in this regard they consider the complete banning of anti- 
satellite weapons testing to be necessary. Such a ban, the message says, 
would not only facilitate keeping space peaceful but would also alleviate 
efforts for nuclear arms limitation and reduction. 


At the news conference the participants also distributed four joint statements 
on the need for the 1972 USSR-U.S. agreement on limiting antimissile defense 
systems to be observed and on the need to adopt measures aimed at achieving 

a universal and complete nuclear test ban, to ban antisatellite weapons, and 
generally to improve bilateral relations in various fields. 


Vadim Sobakin, head of the Soviet delegation and vice president of the Asso- 
ciation of Soviet Jurists, said the participants at the meeting are convinced 
that the security of our countries cannot be built on the basis of the use of 
force; it can only be built on the principle of equal rights. Our dialogue 
was useful and constructive, he noted. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


USSR PAPER CONSIDERS SOVIET-U.S. DIALOGUE SINCE CENEVA 
PM061440 Moscow SELSKAYA ZHIZN in Russian 5 Apr 86 p 3 


["View of Events” by political observer Sparktak Beglov: “Equal to the 
Responsibility" ] 


[Excerpt] Age-old experience suggests that particular laws can be traced in 
the policies of each state. 


There is one “lew” in Washington's foreign policy that our changing, multifaceted world 
categorically cannot tolerate. Let us look at the events of recent weeks. A well known 
law of physics manifests itself in these events with quite obvious regularity: action 
and reaction. 


Indeed. As soon as a ray of light appears in the clouds on the international horizon 
the U.S. leadership seizes on any methods to once again muddy the situation and increase 
tension. 


As soon as the USSR puts forward a far-reaching new proposal in the nuclear disarmament 
sphere like the 15 January statement by the general secretary of the CPSU Central 
Committee, Washington and its partners suddenly begin displaying an unusual attachment 
to nuclear weapons. According to her statement of 31 March, Mrs Thatcher simply “cannot 
imagine 4 world without nuclear weapons” (!). And this comes after so many verbal 
incantations from across the ocean and from the banks of the Thames and the Rhine 
regarding the necessity to rid the world of the nuclear threat. 


As soon as within the course of negotiations the USSR goes halfway to meet the United 
States and its allies, the latter either renounce their own proposals or present the 
world with faites accomplis such as the latest nuclear explosion in Nevada. 


At the summit meeting in Geneva and from the rostrum of the 27th CPSU Congress it was 
honestly and openly said: The USSR is fully determined to achieve a breakthrough for the 
better in world affaire and will seek this by its every action. 


Precisely such a major step could be a joint accord between the USSR and the United 
States on ceasing all nuclear tests. What would happen in this case? The control 
circuit on the conveyor belt of the arms race would be broken and disconnected. 
Arsenals would cease to be replenished with increasingly sophisticated instruments of 
war. Consequently, the most favorable conditions would be created for embarking on 
real disarmament measures. People in the USSR, as throughout the world, continue to 
hope that the U.S. side has not yet said the last word in connection with the Soviet 


proposal. 
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This week has even more clearly highlighted the opposition between the two approaches 
to the future destiny of the dialogue begun in November at the Soviet-American summit 
meeting in Geneva and to the content and purposefulness of such meetings. And was it 
just chance that at the press conference held in the Soviet capital at the beginning 
of this week virtually half the questions put by correspondents revealed an interest in 
what will happen next to the “spirit of Geneva"? How does Moscow view the prospects of 
the next summit meeting, which it is planned will take the shape of an official visit 
by the general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee to United States? 





The sincere interest and concern shown by the questions asked not only be professional 
politicians and journalists, but also by millions of ordinary people are understandable. 
But these questions must be directed first and foremost at the U.S. leadership. 


As far as the Soviet side is concerned, it entered a dialogue with the United States on 
the basis of the firm belief that without normalizing Soviet-U.S. relations, without 
finding common points of departure for progress toward disarmament, a general improve- 
ment in the international situation is also impossible. Important points of departure 
were found in November in Geneva. These were the two leaders’ agreement that nuclear 
war is inadmissible, as is any aspiration to military superiority. Because there can 
be no victors either in an all-destroying war or in an insane arms race. 


Since the November meeting the expression “the Geneva process" has come into circulation. 
What is this process? It is dialogue and a process of talks at summit level. It pre- 
supposes that at every stage there will be a qualitative increase in decisions made in 
favor of peace and disarmament. Since the initial milestones of consensus have been 
established, the next meeting will appear worthwhile in the eyes of the whole world only 
if it is marked by practical decisions, decisions leading to accords on curtaiiing 
nuclear arsenals. It is clear that such an approach implies a mutual, clearly expressed 
readiness to work toward this result and to bolster this readiness in everyday policy. 
It is not difficult to see that our country acts precisely in this way, that it inter- 
prets the purpose and content of dialogue with the United States precisely this way, and 
that this is our guideline in the light of the new summit meeting planned for this year 
within the framework of the “Geneva process.” 


Considering the consistency of the course adopted by the Soviet Union to achieve this 
aim, the world public has a right to ask the question: What is the U.S. side driving at? 
Especially in light of Washington's latest abuses of crude force and its "automatic" 
negative reaction to Moscow's proposal to stop the buildup of nuclear weapons. In this 
connection a considerable number of people are also questioning the sincerity of Presi- 
dent Reagan's statements last November about his desire for peace. They are greatly at 
variance with the real actions of the U.S. Administration. Or does the master of the 
White House no longer feel like “peacemaking” and are his hands full with the control 
panel of the arms race? 





Washington journalist Mary McGrory recently offered the following version: Having 
appeased the American masses with his trip to Geneva, President Reagan is now, she 
says, solely acting to appease his supporters on the right wing. He is suggesting that 
dialogue with the USSR will not, he claims, have serious consequences for the U.S. arms 
buildup program. 


Every policy has its own nature, its ow social roots. Indeed, many of Washington's 
actions proclaim themselves so loudly that at times they drown out the voice of common 
‘sense even in America itself. It is not difficult to understand why the U.S. leadership 

feels so wncomfortable in the face of the simple and specific Soviet proposals. Some 
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people in the ruling U.S. grouping are afraid that the curtailment of the arms race 
will become reality. Once again Moscow is intimating to Washington with the utmost 
firmmess and determination: Strong-arm methods have never succeeded against our state 
before, and now they are simply laughable. 


Proposals in the spirit of an honest and open policy are a kind of “moment of truth.” 
The constructive action program put forward by the 27th CPSU Congress is precisely such 
atest of truth. It is a test of the sense of responsibility. Matters in the world 
will proceed much more rapidly and confidently along the path of normalization if the 
U.S. Administration is open to this understanding and responsibility. “And we call on 
the President, the U.S. Government, and Congress to show political will and seek ways 
of normalizing Soviet-U.S. relations, developing them, and improving the situation as a 
whole,” M.S. Gorbachev stressed in his replies to questions from the African weekly 
REVOLUTION AFRICAINE. 


At a time of a complex and, to a great extent, crucial situation in international 
affairs our country continues to firmly adhere to the course of ensuring that a break- 
through does happen, and that it is definitely a turn for the better. 


/6091 
cso: 5200/1331 


25 








24 April 1986 


U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


USSR"S ZORIN PONDERS U.S. ‘CAMPAIGN’ AGAINST SUMMIT 


LDO060505 Moscow in English to North America 2200 GMT 5 Apr 36 
{“Moscow Viewpoint,” by commentator Valentin Zorin) 


[Text] The episode I've been reflecting om these days took place in Geneva at the end 
of last November. Ronald Reagan and Mikhail Gorbachev had just left the Geneva 
airport and journalists were exchanging impressions of the summit. An American 
commentator remarked that not everybody in the United Stetes would like the agreements 
achieved at the summit, for instance the agreement on more meetings of the two leaders. 
The journalists said we could believe him that there were .ofluential people in his 
country who would aot like that at all and would try to prevest another summit, at 

least in the nearest future. 


The more I think of the conversation, the more it seems to me the the pessimistic 
forecast made at the Geneva airport is coming true. Indeed, a whol» series of events 

of the not very distant past cannot but create an impression that sorebody in Washington 
tries to put as many obstacles as possible in the way of a Soviet-American summit 
scheduled for this year. In Nevada a nuclear explosion has been carried out in anewer 
to Mikhail Gorbachev's insistent calls for signing a treaty on a comprehensive nuclear 
weapons test ban. American warships have made a provocative voyage towards the USSR's 
Black Sea coast. And shortly before that there was that sudden demand from the American 
Administration that the Soviet Union reduce its staff at the U.N. headquarters in New 
York. All this suggests a carefully planned campaign testifying to the fact that 
Washington has departed from the Geneva agreements. 


In a word, Washington has tried to apply the brakes, if not to go into reverse, and 
this is seen in the negative reaction of the American Administration to the Soviet 
proposal for a summit in the nearest future to negotiate a ban on nuclear testing. 
Washington has shown no intention to meet in [as heard] Moscow halfway in the matter 
of nuclear disarmament. Why? This is a puzzle for many in the Soviet Union, in the 
United States itself and in other countries. Some say that President Reagan over- 
estimated his capabilities when he agreed in Geneva that neither side should seek 
military superiority. Others suppose that the President underestimated the influence 
of those who feared that they would sustain losses if the arms race is put under 
control by a Soviet-American agreement. It's also possible that the President was 
insincere when he talked of peace and the need to improve Soviet American relations and 
curb the armas race, and that his main concern was not so much to achieve an agreement 


as to score as many propaganda points as possible. 


But which explanation is closer to the truth? Whatever the answer, one thing is 
obvious. Washington over the past few weeks has been carrying out a planned campaign 
to worsen the internstional situation and to reduce to nothing the very possibility of 
ancther Soviet-American summit. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALZS 


MOSCOW: UK"S HOWE TURNS DEAF EAR TO SOVIET INITIATIVE 
LD212345 Moscow in English to Great Sritain and Ireland 2000 Ge 21 Mar #6 
[Interview with commentator Nikolay Borin by unidentified presenter! 


[Text] One of last week‘s main news stories was speech by the British 
foreign secretary, Sir Geoffrey Howe, in which he formulated the sowernment 's 
anewer to the Soviet peace initiatives. Now I's going to pet seweral ques- 
tions concerning the issue to owr commentator, Nikoley Borin, and the firet 
one is this: 


{Interviewer} The British foreign secretary rejected the plans for e«)isi- 
nating nuclear weapons in Europe on the pretext that without suclear weapons 
the West European countries would face a Scwiet supremacy in comvent ional 
ares. What would you say about this argument? 





[Borin] The communique following the session of the Warsaw Treaty foreign 
ministers, which ended yesterday, said that the elimination of weapons of 
mass destruction gust proceed together with the reduction in conventions! 
ares. What we therefore have in sind is certainly not stopping the arnus 
race in one direction for it to start in another. As for the Wareew Treaty 
supremacy in conventional armaments, this is nothing but « widespread syth. 
NATO armed strength is 5,600,000 sen, whereas the Warsaw Treaty organizeat ioe 
only has 4,900,000 gen. NATO also has sore divisions ready for combet. By 
the way, their numerical strength is likewide greater than that of the 
divisions of the Warsaw Treaty organization. 


There are 2,000 American tanks and 6,500 tanks of the West European countrics 
in Europe, so the Warsaw Treaty countries have no advantage over NATO in 
tanks, either. Of course, ome cannot expect symmetry everywhere. We say 
there is a rough parity in conventional forces. With this in mind the social- 
ist countries have, at the Vienna talks on reduction in armed forces and 
armaments in Central Europe, suggested that the Soviet Union and the United 
States reduce the strength of their forces in Central Europe within 12 seonths 
and then pledge not to increase them for } years. 


Sir Geoffrey must have turned a deaf ear to the proposals by the Soviet Union 
and its allies, because his aim was to reject the Soviet initiatives for 


scrapping nuclear weapons in Europe. 
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enters into force, the stockpiles of chemical weapons. All these measures would be 
carried out under strict international control, including international on-site 
verification. 


The leaders of the USSR stress that control over compliance with a chemical weapons 
agreement is no problem for the Soviet Union. Highly assessing the latest Soviet 
initiatives, the London DAILY TELEGRAPH observed that never before for several decades 
had the chances for success at the talks been so good. That obviously worried 

American officials in Washington and the head of the American delegation at the 

Geneva conference on disarmament. 


The U.S. Administration made it a rule lately to accuse the Soviet Union of the sins 
against peace itself was committing. Washington resorted to the same tactics during 
the debate on chemical weapons. The U.S. Administration is committed to intensive 
nuclear tests at a time when the Soviet Union has stuck to its unilateral moratorium 
on all nuclear blasts for eight months. This does not prevent Washington from blaming 
the Soviet Union for the absence of an accord banning nuclear explosions. 


The United States openly violates the SALT-II Treaty and routinely describes it as a 
“pseudo arms control agreement". Hardly a day pasees without the administration 
officials advancing absurd charges of non-compliance against the Soviet Union. The 
United States is preparing to deploy strike armaments, including nuclear weapons, in 
outer space, while seeking to place the responsibility for the militarization of space 
on the Soviet Union. Washington's propaganda tricks fully stem from the U.S. Adminis- 
tration's obstructionist position on the entire range of arms reduction and limitation 
problems. 
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24 April 1986 


CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


TASS REVIEWS U.S. ROLE IN CHEMICAL WEAPONS BAN 


LDO90649 Moscow TASS in English 0619 GMT 9 Apr 86 
[Text] Moscow April 9 TASS -- by TASS commentator Valeriy Abarenkov. 


The convention on the prohibition of the development production and stockpiling of 
bacteriological (biological) and toxin weapons and on their destruction was opened 
for signing 14 years ago, on April 10, 1972. 


In 1975, the convention entered into force. 


The USSR and its allies proposed a simultaneous ban on bacteriological and chemical 
weapons, because both were directed at destroying people, all living things. The stance 
of the Western countries, first of all the United States, prevented that. 


Nevertheless, the convention became the first practical step towards disarmament: It 
provided for the destruciion of a whole group of the most dangerous weapon of mass 
annihilation. 


Moreover, the parties to the convention undertook the pledge to continue talks in good 
faith with a view to prohibiting chemical weapons as well. 


Regrettably, the aim has not been achieved so far, and not because the problem of 
banning chemical weapons has lost its significance. On the contrary. There were only 
five countries which possessed chemical weapons in 1963. Now their number is 13-15. 


The world is facing the threat of the production of new, ever more deadly types of 
chemical weapon -- binary ones. The Reagan administration is seeking congressional 
approval for their production, banned by Congress from 1969. 


Congress seems to be giving in, although with several reservations. It is clear that 
such a step will only complicate the current talks on prohibiting chemical weapons. 


The problem of banning chemical weapons is beset with difficulties due to the character 
of chemical production, which makes it hard to verify compliance with an agreement. 


Statesmanlike approach should prevail here. It should be based, firstly on the firm 
commitment to seek the prohibition of chemical weapons, and, secondly, on the aspiration 
to create a proper political atmosphere that would facilitate advancement towards 


this objective. 
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Concrete ideas and proposals have already been advanced: to create zones free 
from chemical weapons, for instance, in Europe, or to agree on the further 
non-proliferation of these weapons. 


The main thing is that actions in this area should not lose from sight the 
central task of ultimately banning chemical weapons. 
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EUROPEAN CONFERENCES 


SOVIET MBFk DELEGATE ADDRESSES MOSCOW PRESS CONFERENCE 


LD251823 Moscow TASS in English 1805 GMT 25 Mar 86 


[Text] Moscow March 25 TASS -- “The stand that the USA and its allies in NATO have held 
throughout the latest round of the Vienna talks cannot be qualified as constructive”. 
Valerian Mikhailov, ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary, head of the Soviet 
delegation at the Vienna talks on forces and armaments reduction in Central Europe, 

said this in the press centre of the USSR Foreign Ministry, addressing Soviet and 
foreign correspondents today. “Having formally accepted the scheme of initial arrange- 
ment proposed by socialist countries, the Western side, in reality, is stubbornly trying 
to adjust it to its previous obstructionist positions. If it alters anything in them 

at all, it is only in the direction of their toughening." 


"The United States and its closest allies continue reducing to the minimum everything 
that could indeed carry the matters to a real lowering of the level of military con- 
frontation. Alongside this they arbitrarily and unjustifiably manipulate with measures 
of verification and control, deliberately bringing them to unrealistic limits that are 
obviously unacceptable, and thus stalling the talks again”. 


"The Western side reduced to the minimum the volume of subsequent troop cutbacks”, 
Valerian Mikliaylov siad. “And the West refuses categorically to reduce armaments, 
alongside forces. The West does not wish either that the obligation to freeze the 
levels of forces in Central Europe for three years simultaneously apply to armaments”. 


"As to verification and control, the NATO representatives simply lose all sense of pro- 
portion and reasonable realism. For instance, they insist on the exchange of informa- 
tion on the structure of troops down to a batallion and barracks and on the holding of 
30 inspections a year for its verification, even though these demands are not at al! 
commensurate either with the nature and content of planned ogreement, or with real 
needs for the ensurance of its implementation, or with specific features of present-day 


military and political situation.” 


"Striving to base the talks in Vienna on a realistic and constructive foundation, the 
Warsaw Treaty member states, as is known, submitted on February 20 of this vear their 
detailed draft ‘agreement on the initial reduction of land forces and armaments by the 
Soviet Union and the United States with subsequently keeping from increasing the levels 
of forces and armaments and on related measures in Central Furope’", Valerian Mikhavlov 
said. 


"The Warsaw Treaty countries’ draft largely develops and specifies the proposals of 
socialist countries advanced earlier. The draft envisages new steps to meet Western 
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partners halfway on such questions as the volume of initial cutbacks, the exchange in 
advance of the list of military units that are being cut back or withdrawn, the setting 
up of three or four permanent check points for the entry of troops into the cutback 
areas or their withdrawal out of those areas throughout the operation of the agreement , 
the exchange of information of the volumes of forces that are not to be built up, the 
possibilities for on-site verification upon a justifiable inquiry, the creation of the 
mechanism of consulations on the observance of the agreement.” 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


SOVIET VIEWS ON NFZ PRESENTED TO SOUTH PACIFIC FORUM 
Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 5 Feb 86 p 4 


{[Article: “Consultations on Questions of a Nuclear Free Zone in the South 
Pacific"] 


[Text] On 3-4 February, consultations were held in the USSR Foreign Affairs 
Ministry with a delegation from the South Pacific Forum (SPF) on questions 
dealing with the Agreement on a Non-iiuclear Zone in the South Pacific and 
protocols to this agreement. 


The Soviet side explained the concept of a nuclear-free world as presented 
in the Announcement of CPSU Central Committee Secretary General M. S. 
Gorbachev dated 15 January. It was stressed that the implementation of the 
program of complete liquidation of nuclear weapons in the entire world with 
nonadmittance of the appearance of space strike weapons would lead to a 
radical improvement in the international situation on a long-term and stable 
basis. Attention was also focused on the USSR decision to extend until 

31 March of this year the previously announced unilateral moratorium on any 
nuclear blasts. Thus, a favorable possibility has been created for stopping 
nuclear testing and for immediately proceeding ahead to the conclusion of 
an international agreement on a total and general ban on the testing of 
nuclear weapons. 


The SPF delegation gave a high evaluation to the complex of important initiatives 
presented in the Announcement of M. S. Gorbachev, which evoked great interest 
among the countries of the South Pacific region. The SPF delegation greeted 

the prolonging of the Soviet unilateral moratorium on any nuclear blasts and 
noted that the qwuntries of the SPF firmly speak out in favor of total 

cessation of nuclear testing by all the nuclear powers. 


The Soviet side noted that the USSR is considering the creation of nuclear- 
free zones in various regions of the world as an important measure in the 
struggle for narrowing the sphere of nuclear preparations. In its attitude 
toward nuclear-free zones, the Soviet Union makes no exceptions for any 
states, be they participants or nonparticipants in military alliances. If 
any party rejects the acquisition of nuclear weapons and does not have them 
on its territory, it will receive firm and effective guarantees from the USSR. 
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Based oc this primciple powiticn, the Sewlet elde (tree the very begientiag 
expressed 4 poeeitive attitude toward the effects of the etetee to the booth 
Pacific tor the creation of « suclesr-free sone 


in the course of the consultations with the Sewlet ofde. it eae eemnced 
that the creation of « tome [tree frome cecieer weapons to the Soot) Peci fic 
is an igportamt contribution to the formulation of « reliable sveves of 
security in the Asian-Pacific Oceans regicoe. [tf reetricts the geogrep tic 
framework of the spread of aucleser weapons and fectlitetes the real lest lee 
of the task of fully and forewer doing suey with sucleer weapons o@ eorth aod soc 
allowing the ares race beyoud its Sewsderice—ic spece. The Agreemeet oe the 
nuclear-free zome in the Sowth Pacific Gcom, together with the pretecele te 
it in their present forse generally correspead te theoee criteria wick ore 
presented by the Soviet Union is regard to secleer-free somes. it wae aoted 
with satisfaction that the agreement provides for the obligation te reader 
support to the preservation of the effectiveness of the ieterestionsl comdi- 
tions of nonproliferation of suclear weapons, Sesed oc the Agreemeet co iee- 
proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the syetes of guarantees by the leter- 
national Atomic Energy Agency. At the same time, the Seviet side poteted 
out the importance of the fact that the agreement oo crestion of « sec leer- 
free zone really ensure the transformation of the territeries of the setetes 
participating in it into 4 zome which ‘s totally tree of sucleasr wapeae. 
This presumes, in particular, the prohibition of tramseit of suclesr weapons 
and nuclear detonation devices through the territory of the suc lear-f ree 
zone, including also the entry into ports amd airperts by foreign ailitary 
vessels and airplanes with nuclear weapons on board. A ownber of other 
concepts were presented to the SPF delegation, and questions wre raised 
regarding individual statutes of the agreement and protocols to it. 


The SFP delegation expressed its gratitude tor the support by the Soviet 
Union for the decision of the SFP countries to declare the Souwth Pacific 
Ocean as a nuclear-free zone. it also took into account the viewpotiats of 
the Soviet side and gave the appropriate clarifications. 
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JPRS-TAC-86-0 35 
24 April i966 


RELATED ISSUES 


VIENNA FORUM DISCUSSES DISARMAMENT ISSUES 


PMO81310 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 8 Apr 86 Morning Edition p 4 
|Own correspondent N. Novikov dispatch: “Constructive Dialogue"] 


[text] Vienna -- A dialogue meeting on problems of peace and security was held here at 
the initiative of the Internaticnal Forum for Ties Between Peace-Loving Forces. 


Taking part in it were representatives of more than 20 countries and a number of inter- 
national organizations. The Soviet delegation was headed by Academician V.C. Afanasyev, 
chairman of the Soviet Committee for Ties Between Peace-Loving Forces. 


The dialogue was opened by Romesh Chandra, president of the International Forum for Ties 
between Peace-Loving Forces. Representatives from all continents on the planet spoke 
about the most pressing task of our time -- to avert the threat of nuclear war and 
strengthen peace and peoples’ security. The participants in the dialogue were 

unanimous in the desire to do everything to ensure that 1986, proclaimed as Interna- 
tional Year of Peace by the United Nations, is marked by real progress for the better in 


international affairs. 


The speakers emphasized that people of goodwill throughout the world appraised highly 
the program for the elimination of all arsenals of nuclear and chemical weapons by the 
end of this century, put forward in the 15 January 1986 statement by the general secre- 
tary of the CPSU Central Committee. Participants inthe dialogue also emphasized that 
the termination of nuclear tests offers a real way toward the termination of the arms 
race, This is precisely why the peoples approved the Soviet Union's initiative to uni- 
laterally introduce a moratorium on all nuclear explosions and its decision not to con- 
duct any nuclear tests after 31 March provided the United States also does the same. 


Maud Frolich, Sweden's representative at the Vienna forum, read an address from the 
Swedish Peace Movement, which cites an interview given by 0. Palme on the day before 
his death. “Let us believe,” he said, “In a mutual and verifiable ban on nuclear wea- 
pon tests. A test ban offers an opportunity and time for talks and deliberations. The 
verification of its observance must be stepped up. It is obvious that if all nuclear 
explosions are terminated we will live in a safer world. 1 see 1986 as a year of 
enormous possibilities, and we all must make our constructive contribution today to 
ensure that the existing potential materializes.” 


The participants in the Vienna dialogue mecting adopted a number of documents, One of 
them expresses indignation and alarm in connection with the U.S. intention to conduct 


another nuclear explosion at the Nevade test site 8&8 April. The documents which were 
adopted contain an appeal to step up the struggle for the elimination of the nuclear 
threat. It is necessary t< act jointly. the main task now is to strengthen peace. 
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RELATED ISSUES 


RUSSIAN ORTHODOX SYNOD ISSUES PEACE MESSAGE 


LDO081352 Moscow TASS in English 1303 GMT 8 Apr 86 


[Text] Moscow April 8 TASS -- The present-day reality requires urgent measures to 
deliver mankind completely from the nuclear threat, the Holy Synod of the Russian 
Orthodox Chruch said in a message on war and peace in a nuclear age. 


The message was circulated at a news conference for Soviet and foreign journalists at 
the Moscow Patriarchate's publishing department today. 


Speaking there, Metropolitan Filaret of Kiev and Galich said the Russian Orthodox 
Church, which is active in the worldwide peace-making movement, has found it essential 
“ahead of the 1,000 anniversary of the Christianization of Russia in 1988 to sum up 
the experience of the religious interpretation of the problems of war and peace and 
define the pressing tasks of saving peace and the very life on earth from destruction 
in a nuclear conflagration.” 


He said it has taken two years to draw up the message which contains such chapters as 
"Christian attitude to war” and “Christian understanding of peace” and sets forth 
the reasons for reinterpreting the views on war and peace. 


The message said: “Our time is characterized by peoples’ search for political and 
economic independence, for social justice, for the development of their own identities, 
for building such a society as will ensure life in dignity for its every member. 


"But the legitimate desire of peoples to follow their own ways of development has 
been often met not with understanding but opposition on the part of many powers that be. 


“A strongest manifestation of it is the policy pursued today by U.S. ruling circles. 

Ascribing the natural processes of liberation and development that go on in the world 
to the intervention of the Soviet Union, they maintain a policy of confrontation . 
towards our country, reinforcing this policy by their search for military superiority, 


which has found its manifestation in the arms race. 


"All thie has led to the escalation of international tension and tncreased the threat 


of a nuclear war." Naturally enough, the message added, the increasing threat of 
war has caused profound concern among religious, public and political figures, 
scientists and many other peace-makers from all walks of life. It recalled that 


Christian world outlook has made a certain impact on international relations. “Both in 
theory and in practice, Christians have sought to realize in the world the principles 


of truth,” the message remarked. 
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From the Christian point of view, it added, “The notion of moral truth in ixucter- 


national relations should be based on the following basic principles: 1) love of one's 


neighbours, of one’s people and homeland, 2) the recognition of the needs of other 
nations and 3) the conviction that the welfare of one’s nation cannot be promoted 


by immoral means.” 


The commandment to live, it emphasized, should not serve to cover the evil. “It is 
absolutely impossible to interpret this appeal to be kind and humble in personal 
human relations in terms of spineless contemplation of atrocities and injustices 
being inflicted on our neighbours,” the message said. It recalled the tragedy of 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, which were flattened by atomic bombings, and added: 


“The disastrous physical consequences of a nuclear war are terrifying not only 
because an unpredictable number of people will be killed. They will be no less 
terrible for the survivors”. That is why it is a moral imperative not to make first 
use of nuclear weapons, the message said. 


A large part of the message dealt with the arms race, condemning it as “an inhuman 
waste of resources”, natural, material and manpower. 


"The arms race, especially the nuclear arms race, does not only bring the world nearer 
to a possible nuclear disaster,” the message said. “Even today, it has become one of 
the most terrible evils which humanity has ever experienced. It reveals the sinful 
squander of resources which have been given by God to human beings for living and 
rational use.” 


The Holy Synod voiced approval for the program for bringing about disarmament and 
ridding the earth of nuclear weapons stage by stage by the end of this century, which 
was unveiled by the Soviet state in the middle of January 1986. The Soviet program 
provides for the USSR and the United States to jointly renounce the development of 
space strike weapons. 


The message said: “We call upon the governments of all nuclear powers to gather 
courage to embark on the road of delivering the earth from nuclear weapons.” 


It stressed that outer space should be used exclusively for peaceful purposes. The 
message defined the tasks of the Christians and non-religious peace-makers in protec- 
ting peace and justice for all mankind. It stressed the importance of detente, 
peaceful co-existence, respect for legal norms, first of all the U.N. Charter, and 

a search for ways of defusing political tension. 


"The United Nations Organization has declared 1986 the year of peace,” the message 
said. “We welcome this decision and hope that every state in the world will make 
in this year its own contribution to achieving a lasting, just and universal peace." 


/6091 
CSO: 5200/1329 


52 





24 April 1986 


RELATED ISSUES 


USSR WEEKLY ‘INTERNATIONAL OBSERVERS ROUNDTABLE’ ON DISARMAMENT 
LD061645 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1130 GMT 6 Apr 86 


{“International Observers Roundtable” program, with All-Union Radio foreign 
policy commentators Nikolay Ivanovich Agayants, Viktor Nikolayevich Levin, 
and Vitaliy Sergeyevich Sobolev] 


[Excerpt] [Sobolev] Hello, comrades! A few days ago the Canadian GLOBE AND 
MAIL published a review of the international situation under the headline 
“Persistent Search for Peace by Moscow and Bellicosity by Washington." For us, 
such a comparison is nothing new, it is no discovery, but when a solid, bour- 
geois, newspaper says something like that, it is very symptomatic. In our 
times, if you are looking for war, you cannot build a policy enjoying popu- 
larity. In the West, the doctrine of mutual assured destruction, otherwise 
called the balance of terror, is widespread. But even those people who con- 
sider that balance to be salutary still want the terror to be less while 
retaining the balance. And that is what they find in the Soviet proposals, 
which is why the persistent, tireless, and consistent efforts by our country 
aimed at halting the arms race and putting it into reverse give rise to 
response like that from the GLOBE AND MAIL. I quoted our Canadian colleagues 
because they put it in the most concise and clear ways. 


Ideas in the same spirit can be found also in the U.S. press, in particular, 
profound regret that the U.S. leadership, that once assumed an obligation to 
do everything it could to bring about the complete and universal ending of 
nuclear tests, is rejecting, and demonstratively rejecting, the Soviet initia- 
tives which are aimed at this. These initiatives are backed up by unilateral 
measures and a maximum show of goodwill. On ome hand the Soviet Union pro- 
posed an all-embracing program of disarmament, and at the same time it showed 
its readiness to settle individual questions. Now it has brought the termina- 
tion of nuclear explosions into the focus of attention. 


[Agayants] Why does the Soviet Union attach such enormous importance to this problem? 
First, without such tests it is impossible either to improve nuclear weapons or to create 
new ones. A test ban would thus enable the whole process of nuclear disarmament to be 
brought out of deadlock. Second, the continuation of nuclear tests is doing enormous 
damage to nature and the environment thet is still not completely understood. Third and 
last there is no need to start from scratch in this difficult business. A certain 

‘path has already been traveled: for many years now there have been no tests carried 

out in the air, the waters, on land, or in space. 
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One of the realities of the nuclear age today is the fact that it is simply 
impossible to resolve international conflicts by resorting to nuclear war, 
since there can be no winner. Consequently, such a war can in no way serve as 
an instrument for achieving any political aims. Moreover, the further con- 
tinuation of the already head-spinning arms race is impairing both overall 
international security and the security of each individual state. That is 
why we are convinced that one of the most important measures that could have 
a beneficial influence on the political climate on our planet is the ending 
of nuclear tests. Unfortunately, however, one gets the impression that in 
Washington they have no wish to understand this. The Pentagon is stubbornly 
stepping up new nuclear tests, going against common sense, and against strong 
demands by the world public and by the U.S. public itself. The current U.S. 
Administration, as the events of this week show, is demonstrating an absence 
of political will to solve such a highly important problem of today as the 
renunciation of nuclear tests, and an absence of the necessary responsibility 
for the destiny of mankind. 


[Levin] You know, comrades, in response to the latest proposal by the Soviet Union 
given in Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's statement on television last Saturday, 1 week 
ago, U.S. representatives stated immediately that they had no wish to talk about any 
summit meeting to decide thequestion of ending nuclear tests, neitherdidthey intend 
to talk about ending those tests. We hope that this is not the last word from the 
Washington administration, but to date that is how the situation is taking shape. More- 
over, there are clear attempts by the United States to avoid giving an answer to the 
questions raised by the Soviet Un‘on, and to find some sort of propaganda camouf lage 
moves. The first move was the story that the Soviet Union, contrary to the Geneva 
accords -- here casting a shadow over our attitude toward the Geneva summit -—- is 
rejecting the planned meeting and proposing another meeting instead devoted only a 
narrow question, and so on and so forth. The Soviet Union immediately made this matter 
completely clear. No, the meeting that Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev is suggesting be 
held in the immediate future to resolve the question of ending nulcear tests does not 
replace the Soviet-U.S. summit meeting planned for this year which is to take place in 
the United States to discuss a wide range of problems. Furthermore, other ideas vere 
set in motion. A commentator for the U.S. NBC television company, for example, made 
the following statement regarding our initiative and the reaction by the United States. 
I quote this observer: To ask Ronald Reagan to end nuclear tests is the same as asking 
Imelda Marcos to stop buying new shoes. 


[Sobolev] That is the wife of the Philippines dictator Marcos. 


[Levin] That is right! That, you know, was in fact an attempt to turn the idea around, 
but the sense of the commentary was that, well, it is an absurd thing to ask of Reagan. 
Why on earth do the Russians, knowing full well that Reagan wil! give a negative answer, 
make such statements’? But what we are counting on is common sense, a realistic uwnder- 
standing of the political and strategic situation that has come about in the word 
because of U.S. President Reagan. We make that proposal, not at all, as again they say 
in America, to score propaganda points, to drive the United States into a corner, or put 
it in a difficult position. No, that is not our aim at all. Our aim is to find a point 
of contact in attitudes, to develop a common point of view, and solve the problem of 
ending nuclear tests, because that is the first step on the path of eliminating nuclear 


weapons. 





I would like to recall the foundation-layi:g documents that were adopted by the 27th 
CPSU Congress. The new edition of the party program says clearly and definitely that 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union firmly and consistently upholds the Leninist 
principle of peaceful coexistence between states with different social systems. We see 
our task as being the prevention of the threat ot war. That is our principled policy. 
That is our chief aim. And that aim is far removed from any attempts to score points in 
the propaganda struggle. No, we do not want to drive Washington into a corner. If 
today it feels uncomfortable, then it is the fault of the U.S. Administration alone, its 
fault alone. But that is not our aim. We want to come to agreement with the United 
States, agreement on the problems which life itself today puts in the forefront. 


[Sobolev] And problems on which at ome time it seemed to express views that wou! d 
enable agreement to be reached. in particular, during the Geneva meeting, the United 
States, in the person of President Reagan, expressed readiness to come to an apreement 
on the major problems of disarmament, and in particular the ending of nuclear tests 
could be the first step toward such accords. Unfortunately, however, as Comrade 
Gorbachev said in his interview with the Algerian magazine REVOLUTION AFRICAINE, 
Washington's actions following Geneva contradict the accords reached there. In the 
United States there is an increasing anti-Geneva syndrome which naturally creates no 
small number of difficulties for the development of Soviet-U.S. relations. In parti- 
cular that syndrome has been manifested in the increasing onslaught by the opponents of 
the SALT-II and ABM Treaties that the United States signed with the Soviet Union. 
Certain commisstons compile completely groundless documents showing that the USSR is 
violating the limitations imposed by those agreements. A few days ago, however, there 
came to light a secret report by the U.S. special services for internal use which came 
to the conclusion that USSR is, in fact, not violating the treaties, but observing then. 


But I repeat, although a secret report for internal use quietly says one thing, in the 
tmited States they are loudly saying something else. They assert, for example, that the 
USSR has 20-25 percent more warheads than the 2,500 fixed by SALT-II. Where does 
Washington get these figures, and why does it quote them’? It is because another atomic- 
powered nuclear missile-carrying Trident submarine is going into service in the United 
States. ‘So in order to keep to the lewel fixed by SALT-II, two other nuclear systems 
have to be dismantled -- two old Poseidon submarines. And so certain officials in 
Washington, quoting figures plucked out of thin air, are insisting that these submarines 
should mot be diemantied but tust put into dry dock, thus trying, by means of these sub- 
marines, to torpedo the clauses of the treaty. Also, as everyone knows, the ABM Treaty 
stands in the path of developing the star wars treaties is particularly great, and it is 
the passionate dream of the Washington neoconservatives to wreck them. A clear field, 
so to speak, would then be opened up for the arm race, that even in the ruling U.S. 
circles ie far from an attractive thought for everyone. 


llevin!| In the United States at the moment, again by faleifving the facts, they are 
attempting to create the tmpression that if the ‘nited States were to etowm ite auctear 
tests, the ".S. lag in that area ss certain polttictans in Washington are sow 
saving -- would be frozen. tet us recall that according to data from the Swediah 


Institute of Defense Research, the (nited States hae tested one-third more suctear 


devices than the Soviet ‘nion stnce 19465. and topmether with the other Western «tates one 
and half times as pany - 


[Sobolev! Moreover, they have tested sere tn «ll environments -- in the air, onder 
water, and on earth. 
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[Levin] That is absolutely correct -- and underground tests as well. And it is not out 
of place to recall that, up until today, the United States has carried out six explosions 
since the Soviet Union's introduction of the unilateral moratorium. Now they want to 
demonstratively carry out yet another explosion, directly connected withthe implementa- 
tion of the so-called Strategic Defense Initiative program. If this explosion takes 
place we shall be forced to resume nuclear tests. Wowever, we do not want that. We 
want to see nuclear explosions brought to an end, the first specific step taken along 
the path of ending nuclear tests, and bilateral, trilateral, and multialteral talks 
begun. We are proposing a very broad program of action here. 


{[Agayants] Thus, Viktor Nikolayevich, we should stress once more that the 
foreign policy course of the CPSU and of our state is imbued with the most 
profound concern for preserving and consolidating peace on earth and has 
nothing to do with any kinds of short-term calculations or considerations, 
because in the nuclear era the security of one state cannot be built at the 
expense of others. This is extremely clear and well-argued and is set forth 

in both the 27th CPSU Congress documents and in Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's 
latest speeches. It is a consistent, principled, and constructive course which 
also takes into account the interests of states belonging to different social 
systems, for we genuinely want an improvement in the international situation, 
an easing of tension, and the prevention of the threat of war. 


[Levin] I would like to note yet another point regarding U.S. policy. Quoting 
spokesmen of the Washington administration, in the name of achieving President 
Reagan's principal objectives, which they name as the implementation of the 

SDI program -- the program of creating space strike weapons -- and the stepping 
up of assistance to, as they call them, anticommunist regimes around the 

globe -- we know that they mean: support for the Afghan bandits, support for 
the UNITA [National Union for the Total Independence of Angola] gangs in 
Angola; support for the Nicaraguan contras, etc. -- in the name of realizing 
these objectives, the administration is willing to risk, as THE WALL STREET 
JOURNAL wrote, a deterioration of relations with the Soviet Union. However, 
this is no risk. It is a calculated provocation aimed at forcing the Soviet 
Union to slam the door shut in order to bury the Geneva spirit under layers 

of militariem and adventuriem. But we have frequently stated -- and it was 
said from the rostrum of the 27th party congress -- that we shall not fall for 
these provocations, we shall not slam the door shut. Responsibility for the 


destiny of peace and for security is too great. 


[Sobolev] During Mozambican leader Samora Machel's visit to the Soviet Union, 
Comrade Gorbachev again emphasized that the Soviet Union will continue its 
persistent and painstaking work to implement its integral program for pre- 
venting a thermonuclear disaster and creating a safe world. And we know, the 
Soviet leader said, that the peoples of the world will be on our side in this 
noble cause. The past week has seen an upsurge in the antiwar movement 
throughout the world. So-called Easter marches were held. Demonstrators 
blocked U.S. and NATO bases in Western Europe, America, and Asia. Hundreds of 
thousands of people participated in such demonstrations in the FRG and the 
number of marchers around the world amounts to millions. 





|Agayants] The antiwar movement has been iajected with « powerfu eécditi st is 
by, of course, the Soviet Union's new peace initiatives which have met wv! a 
and approval of the broadest circles of the world public. 


[Levin] On the subject of the present phase of the entiwar mowement, | © ‘ 
draw listeners’ attention to the fact that in the FRG the main slogan eccompeey ine 
these Easter peace marches was the demand to refuse to support the Strateeic "ef: 
Initiative and the demand that the United States renounce its intention of implement! 
the star wars progran. 


[Sobolev] The United States has recently been making espectally active efforts ¢ 
develop this program and to assemble under the star wars banner, so to speak, a sort 
of universal army. U.S. Secretary of Defense Weinberger has gone to Japan wher: 

the main aim of his visit, according to correspondents accredited to the White House, 
is to, so to speak, put the final pressure on Tokyo, to force it to officially toin 
in the so-called Strategic Defense Initiative. Previous to that, the Pentagon 

chief signed an agreement in Washington with FRG Minister for Economics Bangemann 
giving the FRG Government's sanction to participation by West German firms in the 
program to create space strike weapons. The West German press asks what the FRO 

has gained from this, in particular the WEST®AFLISCHE RUNDSCHAU which writes that there 
was no need at all for it, that the agreement was a political act, which supported 
Washington's policy and split, so to speak, the front of the West Europe cowstries. 
As the newspaper put it, after the fall of Bonn, it will be easter for Rome and other 
West Europe capitals to fall under the onslaught of the star wars program propagan- 
dizers. 


[Levin] First, as we recall, was Great Britain, then the FRG -- and this has just 
been formulated in treaty form -- and Rome has already advocated participation tin 
SDI. 


[Sobolev] Although it has not signed an agreement. 


[Levin] For the Americans the political aspect of the issue is important. And to 
claim that they do not understand this in Bonn! They under«! ind perfectly and are 
thus consiciously assuming responsibility for the deterioration in the international 
situation. After all, one would think that in Europe any political issues should be 
tackled with particular delicacy since an extremely large amount of explosive 
materials are accumulated in Europe -- more than anywhere else -- and to remove tl» 
danger from these explosive materials is the main task. This was stated very clear!) 
at the 27th party congress once again. 


[Agayants] Washington is striving to drag its allies, including the Land of the Rising 
Sun, closer into its aggressive militaristic plans. Just today, Pentagon chief 
Weinberger, who is on a 2-week tour of countries in Asia and the Pacific Ocean 

region, persistently tried to convince his partners of the need to speed up the process 
of Japan's joining Reagan's Strategic Defense Initiative, at talks held during his 
stay in Japan. In Tokyo, they Listened with satisfaction to these appeals. At the 
moment, let us recall, the third competent commission of representatives of Japan's 
largest and most influential corporations, comprising 55 people, is traveling the 
length and breadth of the United States. By 10 April, they have to submit their 
recommendations to the government on Japan's participation in SDI. 
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